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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of 
this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

1 . Claims 1 , 21 , 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Provinse (U.S. Patent 'Application 2002/0026416). 

2. * For claim 1 , Provinse teaches, a method of maintaining a database for managing 
the process of a plurality of transactions through two or more applications in a business 
transaction environment, each application having at least one associated log file, each 
transaction being defined by one or more steps configured to complete the transaction, 
for each new log entry recorded in the at least one associated log file, the method 
comprising: 

determining whether the new log entry comprises one of more required fields; 

extracting information from the new log entry only if the new log entry comprises 
the one of more required fields; and 

storing the information as a plurality of transaction records to a database. (see 
Provinse, paragraph 32) 
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3. For claim 21 , Provinse teaches, a computer-readable medium containing a 
program which, when executed by a processor, performs an operation of maintaining a 
database for managing the process of a plurality of transactions through two or more 
applications in a business transaction environment, each application having at least one 
associated log file, each transaction being defined by one or more steps configured to 
complete the transaction, for each new log entry recorded in the at least one associated 
log file, the operation comprising: 

determining whether the new log entry comprises one of more required fields; 

extracting information from the new log entry only if the new log entry comprises 
the one of more required fields; and 

storing the information as a plurality of transaction records to the database, (see 
Provinse, paragraph 32) 

4. For claim 29, Provinse teaches, a computer, comprising: 

a database maintenance program for managing the process of a plurality of 
transactions through two or more applications in a business transaction environment, 
each application having at least one associated log file, each transaction being defined 
by one or more steps configured to complete the transaction; and 

for each new log entry recorded in the at least one associated log file, the 
transaction management program, when executed, performs an operation comprising: 

determining whether the new log entry comprises one of more required fields; 
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extracting information from the new log entry only if the new log entry comprises 
the one of more required fields; and 

storing the information as a plurality of transaction records to the database, (see 
Provinse, paragraph 32) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2, 10-14, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Provinse (U.S. Patent Application 2002/0026416) in view of Boothby 
(U.S. Patent 5,943,676). 

6. For claim 2, Provinse fails to clearly disclose, the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising receiving a notification message from the at least one associated log file 
indicating that the new log entry has been recorded in the at least one associated log 
file. 
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further comprising receiving a notification message from the at least one associated log 
file indicating that the new log entry has been recorded in the at least one associated 
log file, (see Boothby, Col. 12 lines 4-30, Col. 15 lines 22-67). 

It would have been obvious to on of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the system of Provinse of integrating entries with that of 
Boothby method of integrating and notifying entries since both are analogous art of 
integrating database entries 

7. For claim 10, Provinse-Boothby teaches, the method of claim 1, wherein the one 
or more required fields comprises at least one of a transaction identifier, a step 
identifier, and a time stamp, (see Boothby, Col. 21 lines 42-47) The same motivation 
that was utilized in the rejection of claim 2, applies equally as well to claim 10. 

8. For claim 1 1 , Provinse-Boothby teaches, the method of claim 10, wherein step 
identifier is a unique identifier associated with a step of the transaction, (see Boothby, 
Col. 18 lines 31-51) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 2, 
applies equally as well to claim 1 1 . 

9. For claim 12, Provinse-Boothby teaches, the method of claim 10, wherein the 
time stamp indicates a time at which the step started, (see Boothby, Col. 19 lines 34-44) 
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The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 2, applies equally as well 
to claim 12. 



1 0. For claim 1 3, Provinse-Boothby teaches, the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
information comprises at least one of a transaction type, a transaction origin, and a 
transaction destination; 

the transaction type, the transaction origin and the transaction destination 
identifying the transaction record, (see Boothby, Col. 8 lines 8-27, Col. 8 lines 33-41) 
The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 2, applies equally as well 
to claim 13. 



11. For claim 14, Provinse-Boothby teaches, the method of claim 13, wherein the 
transaction type describes the type of transaction, (see Boothby, Col. 8 lines 8-27, Col. 
8 lines 33-41 ) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 2, applies 
equally as well to claim 14. 

12. For claim 23, Provinse-Boothby teaches, the computer-readable medium of claim 
21 , wherein the one or more required fields comprises at least one of a transaction 
identifier, a step identifier, and a time stamp, (see Boothby, Col. 21 lines 42-47)The 
same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 2, applies equally as well to 
claim 23. 
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13. Claims 3-6, 9, 22, 26, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Provinse (U.S. Patent Application 2002/0026416) in view of Sass 
(U.S. Patent 5,966,717). 

14. For claim 3, Provinse fails to clearly disclose, the method of claim 1 , wherein 
determining whether the new log entry comprises the one or more required fields 
comprises determining whether the new log entry comprises the one or more required 
fields using a set of mapping rules providing the format and the location of the 
information in the new log entry. 

Sass teaches, wherein determining whether the new log entry comprises the one or 
more required fields comprises determining whether the new log entry comprises the 
one or more required fields using a set of mapping rules providing the format and the 
location of the information in the new log entry, (see Sass, abstract, Col. 3 lines 35-67, 
Col. 4 lines 4-12) 

It would have been obvious to on of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to combine the system of Provinse of integrating entries with that of Sass 
method of mapping entry when integrating since both are analogous art of integrating 
database entries 
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15. For claim 4, Provinse-Sass teaches, the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
information is extracted from the new log entry using a set of mapping rules providing 
the format and the location of the information in the new log entry. 

(see Sass, abstract, Col. 5 lines 1-10) The same motivation that was utilized in the 
rejection of claim 3, applies equally as well to claim 4. 

16. For claim 5, Provinse-Sass teaches, the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
determining whether the plurality of transaction records meets an undesirable condition; 
and 

executing an action responsive to the undesirable condition if the plurality of 
transactions meets the condition, (see Sass, abstract, Col. 9 line 40 Col. 10 line 13) The 
same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 3, applies equally as well to 
claim 5. 

17. For claim 6, Provinse-Sass teaches, the method of claim 5, wherein the condition 
is whether a number of the plurality of transaction records indicative of active 
transactions exceeds a predefined numerical limit, (see Sass, abstract, Col. 9 line 40 
Col. 10 line 13) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 3, applies 
equally as well to claim 6 

18. For claim 9, Provinse-Sass teaches, the method of claim 5, wherein the action 
comprises executing a computer program for resolving the condition, (see Sass, 
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abstract, Col. 9 line 40 Col. 10 line 13) The same motivation that was utilized in the 
rejection of claim 3, applies equally as well to claim 9 

1 9. For claim 22, Provinse-Sass teaches, the computer-readable medium of claim 

21, further comprising: 

determining whether the plurality of transaction records meets a condition; and 
executing an action if the plurality of transactions meets the condition, (see Sass, 

abstract, Col. 3 lines 35-67, Col. 4 lines 4-12) The same motivation that was utilized in 

the rejection of claim 3, applies equally as well to claim 22 

20. For claim 26, Provinse-Sass teaches, the computer-readable medium of claim 

22, wherein the condition is whether a number of the plurality of transaction records 
indicative of active transactions exceeds a predefined limit, (see Sass, abstract, Col. 9 
line 40 Col. 10 line 13) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 3, 
applies equally as well to claim 26 

21 . For claim 30, Provinse-Sass teaches, the computer of claim 29, further 
comprising: 

determining whether the plurality of transaction records meets a condition; and 
executing an action if the plurality of transactions meets the condition, (see Sass, 

abstract, Col. 3 lines 35-67, Col. 4 lines 4-12) The same motivation that was utilized in 

the rejection of claim 3, applies equally as well to claim 30 
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22. Claims 1 7-20, 24, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Provinse (U.S. Patent Application 2002/0026416) in view of Holenstein et al. (U.S. 
Patent 2002/0026416 referred to as Holenstein). 

23. For claim 1 7, Provinse fails to clearly disclose, the method of claim 1 , wherein 
storing the information comprises storing the information to the database as one of a 
transaction record and a step record, the transaction record being defined by one or 
more step records. 

Holenstein teaches, the method of claim 1 , wherein storing the information comprises 
storing the information to the database as one of a transaction record and a step record, 
the transaction record being defined by one or more step records, (see Holenstein, Col. 
Col. 2 lines 33-63, figure 3) 

It would have been obvious to on of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the system of Provinse of integrating entries with that of 
Holenstein's method of define entries with steps since both are analogous art of 
integrating database entries 

24. For claim 18, Provinse-Holenstein teaches, the method of claim 17, wherein the 
information comprises at least one of a step type and a step location, the step type and 
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the step location identifying the step record, (see Holenstein, Col. Col. 2 lines 33-63, 
figure 3) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 17, applies 
equally as well to claim 18. 

25. For claim 19, Provinse-Holenstein teaches, the method of claim 18, wherein the 
step type describes the operation performed by one of the two or more applications at 
the time the new log entry is recorded, (see Holenstein, Col. Col. 2 lines 33-63, figure 3) 
The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 17, applies equally as 
well to claim 19. 

26. For claim 20, Provinse-Holenstein teaches, the method of claim 18, wherein the 
step location describes a computer of at least one of the two or more applications, (see 
Holenstein, Col. Col. 2 lines 33-63, figure 3) The same motivation that was utilized in 
the rejection of claim 17, applies equally as well to claim 20. 

27. For claim 24, Provinse-Holenstein teaches, the computer-readable medium of 
claim 21 . wherein creating the database comprising a plurality of transaction records 
from the information comprises storing the information to the database as one of a 
transaction record and a step record, the transaction record being defined by one or 
more step records, (see Holenstein, Col. Col. 2 lines 33-63, figure 3) The same 
motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 17, applies equally as well to claim 
24. 
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28. For claim 25, Provinse-Holenstein teaches, the computer-readable medium of 
claim 21 , wherein the information is extracted from the new log entry using the set of 
mapping rules providing the format and the location of the information in the new log 
entry, (see Holenstein, Col. Col. 2 lines 33-63, figure 3) The same motivation that was 
utilized in the rejection of claim 17, applies equally as well to claim 25. 

29. Claims 7, 8, 27, and 28 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Provinse-Sass as applied to claims 3-6, 9, 22, 26, 30 above, and further in view of 
Boothby (U.S. Patent 5,943,676). 

30. For claim 7, Provinse-Sass fails to clearly disclose, the method of claim 5, 
wherein the condition is whether any of the plurality of transaction records indicative of 
active transactions has a time duration exceeding a predefined time limit. 

Boothby teaches, the method of claim 5, wherein the condition is whether any of 
the plurality of transaction records indicative of active transactions has a time duration 
exceeding a predefined time limit, (see Boothby, Col. 13 lines 12-23) 

It would have been obvious to on of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the system of Provinse-Sass of integrating entries with 
that of Boothby method of integrating and notifying entries since both are analogous art 
of integrating database entries 
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31 . For claim 8, Provinse-Sass-Boothby teaches, the method of claim 5, wherein 
executing the action comprises sending a notification message alerting the condition, 
(see Boothby, Col. 16 lines 43-65) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection 
of claim 7, applies equally as well to claim 8. 

32. For claim 27, Provinse-Sass-Boothby teaches, the computer-readable medium of 
claim 22, wherein the condition is whether any of the plurality of transaction records 
indicative of active transactions has a time duration exceeding a predefined time limit 
(see Boothby, Col. 13 lines 12-23) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection 
of claim 7, applies equally as well to claim 27. 

33. For claim 28, Provinse-Sass-Boothby teaches, the computer-readable medium of 
claim 22, wherein executing the action comprises sending a notification message 
alerting the condition, (see Boothby, Col. 16 lines 43-65) The same motivation that was 
utilized in the rejection of claim 7, applies equally as well to claim 28. 

34. Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Provinse-Boothby as applied to claims 2, 10-14, and 23 above, and further in view 
of Holenstein et al. (U.S. Patent 2002/0026416 referred to as Holenstein). 

35. For claim 15, Provinse-Boothby fails to clearly disclose, the method of claim 13, 
wherein the transaction origin describes an entity that originated the transaction. 
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36. Holenstein teaches, the method of claim 13, wherein the transaction origin 
describes an entity that originated the transaction, (see Holenstein, Col. 2 lines 33-63, 
figure 3) 

37. For claim 16, Provinse-Boothby-Holenstein teaches, the method of claim 13, 
wherein the transaction destination describes a final destination of the transaction, (see 
Holenstein, Col. 2 lines 33-63, figure 3)The same motivation that was utilized in the 
rejection of claim 15, applies equally as well to claim 16. 

38. It would have been obvious to on of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the system of Provinse-Boothby of integrating entries 
with that of Holenstein method of integrating entries since both are analogous art of 
integrating database entries 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ajay M Bhatia whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
3906. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Valencia M Wallace can be reached on (571)-272-6159. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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